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Dear Dave, 

Jerry brought this on his way to a. dentist and I finished 
reading it after my return from p.t. We both think you did a good 
job. Hi3 note is enclosed. 

I jUiope you can read my few annotations. 

What I have writtenjis smaller than the thickness may suggest. 

4 lines on the first page, 2 on the last. 

One t|\in|j might be strengthened, what you say about the Kurtz 
misrepresentation abou^(^^ng^)n Willis' testimony to prove that 
there was a conspiracy .This is not true. Your dependence here is on 
z 202. You use Willis 5 to confirm the timing. I had added on this 
that 35 yrars after itsjfirst publication there has been no denial or & 
refmtarion. It is fact,fut that Kurtz missed. 

A 

You may also wont to write Briggs separately that publishers 

seeking peer reviews are quite limited in the depecidable3 available 

to them and not a single professional scholar is known to most of them 
u JlrL 

who might a dependable reviewer. 

My schnedule is th^usual one until I hear ft from Johns Hopkins and 
the fine specialist there told me it would be within a week. Tomorrow 
is the 7th day. AMd fcfefiwe are home Thursday, I have p.t in the 
morning, as does jJ il, an appointment with the dermatologist at 1:30 and 
in between we want to take Oaty (Catelein) out to Hana's for her 

35th birthday, which i^tomorrow, not Thursday. 

You should get thisjtomorrow morning. I should be home by not much 
after 11 our time and ^expect to be in .he rest of the day. I've made a 
copy of what is enclosed so I respond to any questions. Thursday I 



M 



won't leave until or 10 a. m. and I should be home for the rest of tha 

dap by ^2:15 our time. Friday I leave at 5:15^5:30 a.m. and am back by 
11, unlews we got to HaSks's then. Best of luck and best of wishes, 
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My comment on Kurtzas a peer reviewer begins with a means of 

evaludating Kurtz as o{;he± t/^an a Ph . I) . in hiatorW". and as an authority 

on the JmFK gbrraSsTna t ion \ as. ^ one enough. of an impartial 

OMV 

subject-matter expert to renoerjimpartial observations and beliefs. 



aW 

v/ithouf doubt., Michael Kurtz is a scholaiv'Jrfis field is 
history. 

Without doubt his record as a professor of history was so 

satisfactory to his ‘sc&ieepit promoted him until he is now 
its i 

dean of thn graduate scool. 

Also without doubt is it that Kurtz's work on the assassination 
of President 1 ohn F. Kennedy is more than unscholarly: it is 
ignorant, with his opinions presented as facts. 

In his book? titled Grimes of the Century (Tennessee 1982) 
<0Kurtz flatmts hio ^ignorance in a number of ways- Bearing 
directly on his scholarship, .when he has, he says, 125,000 j/pages 
of FBI records alone inhis oolite library, in his book’s notes Jie 
has not a single corrociitation to any one of them- He cites merely 






’’FBI papers , ” as he also with the CIA's records. But in lact 

aach and every FBI report and each and every &Zk disclosed CIA recrd b 
unique number (Identification. Kurtz cites nc^t a s ingl e _pne ^of 

. (LuU r , 
those r eco rds corrap tl.^Wte^ch means tha: he has gone out /of his way 

to make it impossible to check on him. 

Thede excerp^ts fro^m the Journal of //^erican Hist pry review^ 

of his book should alsdbe kept in mind in evaluating his criticisms 

of my beok i n Me - p e er revl a w— of— arfcf I 

Note ^particularly whaf thi3 review says about Kurtz’s footnoting 
»\ • * #% . 4 
and his lack of scholarship; 



